IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL,
MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.1147 OF 2024

DISTRICT : SATARA
SUB : Suspension

Shri. Jivraj Pandurang Dhole,

Age -51 years,

Working as Forester, (under suspension)
Residing at C/O Shri. Nitin Jayprakash
Chaphekar Kesarkar Peth, S No. 100, D-6,
Fort View Residency, Satara 415 002.

V/s

1) State of Maharashtra, Through Principal - )
Secretary, Revenue and Forest Department, )

Mantralaya, Mumbai-400 032. )
2) Chief Conservator of Forest (Regional)

)
Kolhapur, Vanvardhan Building, )
1st Floor, Opposite to Main Post Office, )

)

Tarabai Park, Kolhapur-416003.

3) Deputy Conservator of Forest, Satara )
Vanbhavan, Godoli, Satara, )
PIN-415 001. )

Shri K. R. Jagdale, learned Advocate for the Applicant.
Shri A. J. Chougule, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : Hon’ble Shri M. A. Lovekar, Hon’ble Vice-Chairman
Reserved on : 25.07.2025

Pronounced on : 28.07.2025.
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JUDGEMENT

Heard Shri K. R. Jagdale, learned Advocate for the Applicant
and Shri A. J. Chougule, learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2. By the impugned order dated 09.08.2024 Respondent No.2
placed the Applicant under suspension by inter-alia observing

thus -

SR T .3 o el 4. fav uig T gid, g1 dlvig
3 fauTT, WART i IGe UGRITUAT J-RRed aul & Jdldd, Jgarsl
T GG, PlegTR Tidds a7 HRU Saiel 8. . TR uige aid
g ediq Rad gden udt of. Sy et RREFR, oo gi
UGRITYAT U 3Talell 3o, AER, H1.R0.0l. Sid, 99ure divig i
HIART 7 fAUTTIA f3.3&.04.3033 il BRI BT SHTeld 3MTg. T,
. SRS Uigd Qidd, a-uTe Wivig Fi|l 99aTd (U1.) eNuiG A1 Ugren
HRIYR Y. FETY Riarsh fERUFR, 90T diddhe gxiiasid badl ATg!.”

3. Thereafter, the Applicant was served with a charge-sheet
dated 21.10.2024 by which the following charge is laid -
“QIRIT PP :- . ANHT 0 T MY AHS e gael Ho7 IREE
SMCRITY Ui 7 01, N BT SOEIGGRUTT HH PRIUR
TWRY F AT fFATRIT Gedid RgoR J1e0, Qi
BTHBTS Feifed 3qul.”

4. Principal contention of the Applicant is that after filing of
charge-sheet matter of his suspension should have been reviewed
within the stipulated period of 90 days and failure to do so shall

result in rendering his suspension beyond 90 days unsustainable.
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S. In their reply the Respondents have elaborately set out the

background under which the impugned order came to be passed.

6. It is a matter of record that within 90 days from the date on
which the impugned order of suspension was issued, Departmental
Inquiry was initiated against the Applicant by issuing charge-sheet
dated 21-10-2024.

7. G.A.D., Government of Maharashtra has issued a G.R. dated
22.04.2025 which is a compilation of guidelines to be adhered to in
matters of suspension.

Relevant part of Clause 2(1) of G.R. dated 22.04.2025

states -
«3(2) Fdes wramash aTefavarigHidd T -
i, BINGR! USROG Fde geadie gl fhar &9 areedar o
JuaTgEl e U aTan a1 gy fd SRuard saen Ade e
T FRIPRY Ui 6o dul 31a=ge g,

ii. 3RMde! Fdifed HHarove Mdsaren e dF A=t
HIaaed RRaHTovas Sriar! siudl Aid Hrdel o bal ad @)
o Afg=ai=ar Yéld eraradta e are 3d1d fdhdl w4 raradal RierRy
Ut o 9ugI3T fAeiad 3rerd SiidaaR UkdTd Jrex HRrdl.”

Such steps to review suspension of the Applicant do not
appear to have been taken in the instant case. As a
consequence, suspension of the Applicant beyond 90 days
cannot be sustained. It may be observed that aforequoted
clause 2 is based on the judgment of the Hon'ble Supreme
Court in Ajay Kumar Choudhary V/s Union of India,
(2015) 7 SCC 29, wherein it is held :
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We, therefore, direct that the currency of a Suspension
Order should not extend beyond three months if within this period
the Memorandum of Charges/ Chargesheet is not served on the
delinquent officer/ employee; if the Memorandum of
Charges/Chargesheet is served a reasoned order must be passed

for the extension of the suspension.”

In this case the latter contingency has arisen i.e.
Memorandum of Charges is served on the Applicant within 90 days
from the date of order of suspension but thereafter no review was
taken for considering whether or not suspension was to be

extended.

8. For the reasons discussed so far the Original Application is
allowed in the following terms. Period of suspension of the
Applicant beyond 90 days shall be treated as duty period for all
purposes and he is held entitled to get all consequential benefits
which shall be paid within 30 days from today. Consequential
order of reinstatement of the Applicant shall be passed within 10

days from today. No order as to costs.

Sd/-
( M. A. Lovekar)
Vice-Chairman

Place: Mumbai
Date: 28.07.2025

Dictation taken by: V. S. Mane
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